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Non-Conformiſts no Schiſmaticks, no 
| Rebels, &*c. 


.EADER, 


| Onſidering how frequently Nox-Conformiſts are charged, 
\ | | - | | _ 
ſometimes with Schiſm , ſometimes with Contempt of 
Authority z I thought my ſelf obliged to Apologize 
for them (ſeeing no body elſe doth), and that as 
ſuccin&ly as Ican; it not being my delign to write what ever 
might be ſaid, but what may be (aid with brevity, and that 
from one Head of Arguments. 

As far as I know the Nowconformiſts, I judg they would not 
for a World willingly and deliberately contract the guilt of 
cither of thoſe Sins; and Iam apt to think, that they are more 
troubled that they lye under the charge of this Guilt, (though 
groundleſly) than many others that reproach them ſo much with? 
it, would be, if they were really guilty. 

To clear them from both at once, | lay down this Afl 
tion : | 
That Separ ation from the Church of England (as the Caſe now 
ſtands ) 3s the Noncontormilts Duty 5 and if jo, then it ſpeaks 
them not guilty either of Schiſm or Rebellion. A 

I know, that as many in former days, ſo many Nozconformiſts 
now, will not own their Nonconformity as a Separation + Some 
would call it a Seceſſion 3 others, a ſuſpention of Communion f 
the preſent and but quid verba cum faf#a videam : How loft 
ſoever men would ſpeak out of a tenderneſs to the Credit of our 
Church , it cannot be denied but the thing is in practiſe among 
us 3 and why ſhould we be afraid of the Name, which is not al 
ways to be underſtood in a bad ſenſe? There is Separation * 
malo, as well as « bono. | a 

By the Church of Ergl/and in the Aflertion, I mean not ti 
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Profefling-People of the Nation in the general; but that part 


Worſhip. "4 

Separation may be under{tood with reſpe either to the ſub- 
ject matter of it, ortheextent of it, In the firſt reſpeft , Seps- 
pation is twofold, as Communion with the Church is, viz. Ei- 
ther Internal, or External : Firſt, Internal Communion , which 
is by Faith and Obedience to the Inſtitutions and Commands of 
Chriſt : Now it is granted, that it can never be our duty to ſepa- 
\ Tate in this reſpect. But, ſecondly, there is an External Commu- 
nion with the Church, which is maintained by complying with 
her Diſcipline and manner of Worlhip : Of this our Aſtertion 
is to be underſtood , that it 1s our duty to ſeparate from Exter- 
nal Communion with the Church of Exgland. 

2. Separation conſidered in the extenc of it, isalfo twofold: 
Firſt, Negative , when we only deny to hold External Commu- 
nion with them. Secondly, Poſitive, when we ere and Join 
with diſtinct Socteties for Worſhip, wherein we may dilpence 
and enjoy the Ordinances in a way diltiuCt from the Worſhip 
of that Church from which we ſeparate. Now the Propoſition 
+ to beunderſtood of both theſe. 

The Propoſition , being thus explained, I prove thus: 

They that cannot hold communion with the Church of S»g- 
land in all Ordinances, without itn, are bound induty to ſepa- 
Tate from her. But Noncorformiſts cannot hold communion with 
"the Church of Ergland in all Ordinances, without fin ; There- 
fore they are bound in duty to ſeparate from her. 

* The firſt Propofition can ſtand upon its own Legs, it nceds 

'=© proof: yet 1 prove itthus 3 Becauſe we muſt not (in to hold 

| rar with a true Church.. The lea(t Evil is not to be done 
For the obtaining of the greateſt Good, as the Apoſtle tells us, 
Rome. 3. 8. We muſt not tell a Lye for the Glory of God, and 
the reaſon is very clear, Becauſe there is more evil in the leaſt (in 
we commit, than there isof gond in the greateſt good we cangb- 
$aln Dy it. 

- Obj. Zut though they that cannot bold communion without ſin, 


of them that owneth the Prelatical Diſcipline and Mode of 


g bound to ſeparate; yet whyto ſeparate #s before is explained, 


judgin 


C5 + 
by erefting new Societies for a diftin Mode- of Worſhip * Why is 
not a Negative Separation ſufficient ? | 

Sol. I anſwer : Becauſe we are bound to cel<brate all the Or- 
dinances of Chriſt, the Word and Sacraments; and therefore if 
we cannot enjoy all the Ordinancesof Chriſt , and particularly 
the Sacraments, in the Church of Erglard, without ſin, I mult 
look out ſome other Religious Society, where I may enjoy them 
without ſin; for I muſt not live without holding communion 
with the Church of Chrilt iathe Sacraments , Baptiſm and the 
Lords Supper. 

The ſecond Propoſition, viz. That we cannot hold communion 
with the Church of Eogland, without ſin, 1 prove thus : Becauſe 
we cannot hold communion with it , without complying with 
thoſe things that are unlawful, and Corruptions in her. And this 
is the very Argument by which the Church of England vindicates 
her Separation from the Church of Rowe. If you ask me what 
theſe corruptions are ? I ſhall (that I may not ſwell this Piece too 
big) inſtance only inthe uſe ot the Ceremonies, Surplice , Croſs, 
and Kneeling. Alas, fay ſome, that men ſhould make aRent in 
a true Church for ſuch Trifles as theſe are! But who it is that 
makes the Rent in this caſe, you ſhall hear anon. Mean while, as 
for your calling them Trifles,let me tell you, We think no ſintoo 
lietle either ro defile us,or damn us. Others ſay, his is nothing but 
humour and obſtinacy, and a pretence to make Factions, elſe we 
could comply well enough. Forthat, I have no moreto ſay , but 
that it is ſtrange men ſhould be ſo mad as to ruin themſelves and 
Families, and run ſuch hazzards as we do, out of Humour and 
Fancy. But what ever men ſay, we do really and ſincerely pros 
fefs. ſome of us, That we look upon them as unlawful ; others of 
us, That we queſtion the lawfulneſs of them and fo they are lin-" 
fultous. Rom. 14.23. Hethat doubteth the lawfulneſs of them, 
is damned if he uſe them, as it's ſaid there, He that doubteth is dams... 
nedif he eat; that is, he1s ſe]f-condemned, and committeth a dams 
nable ſin ; for, what is not of faith, is in: and 1o prove that this is. 
not a meer Humour and Obſtinacy , we appeal to the Searcher of 
Hearts in this matter,as willing to ftand or tall at His great Day of 
g the ſecrets of mens hearts, according to the truth of th 
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'\ 0bj. But what reaſon is there why you deny or queſtion the 
| lawfulncG of theſe Ceremonies ? 


; IT anſwer thus: Allthoſe things that are not commanded by 
| God, and have been Inſtruments of an Idolatrous Worſhip, are 
| not to be uſed inthe Worſhip of God; and ſuch are theſe Ce- 
| remonies : therefore they ought not to be uſed. I fay, things 
| not commanded by God, to obviate that Objetion, Muſt we 
} not uſe the Bible, becauſe the Papiſts uſe it, &c. > We muſt put 
| a difference between the Inſtitutions of Chriſt, and the Devices 
| of Men; things commanded by Natural or Poſitive Law, muſt \ 
| pot be taken away when abuſed, but other things muſt. Now 
theſe Ceremonies are not commanded by God {(andT believe it | 
will be ſaid toſome one day , Who hath required theſe things at 
| your hands? ), and they have buen, and (till are, Inſtruments 
| jn an Idolatrous Worlhip: therefore it is unlawful to uſe | 
| them. > > 
That it is not lawful to uſe fuch things as have been Inſtru- 
| ments in an Idolatrous Worſhip, I prove by Scripture, Lev: 
: 28, 3. After the doings of the Land of Egypt, and after the do- 
ings of the Land of Canaan ſhall ye not do, neither ſhall ye walk, | 
in: their Ordinances, Now, is not the uſe of theſ: Ceremonies 
a doing after the doings of this Land when ARo»iſo, and a 
; walking after their Ordinances ? And Deur. 18. 9; They muſt 
: wot do after the abominations of other Nations. Now, not only 
Fſach things as wcre made Idols, but ſuch things as have been 
abuſed intheir ſervice, are an abomination. Deut. 7, 25. The | 
$ graven Images of their gods ſhall ye burn with fire; thou ſhalt not 
| deftre the Silver or Gold that is upon them . nor take it unto thee, 
| leſt thou be ſnared therein; for it is an abomination to the Lord: 
| Neither ſhalt thou bring au abomination into thy Houſe , leſt thou 
| be a curſed thing like it : but thou {balt mterly deteſt and abbor it, 
E for it is a curſed thing. 


| 0hj, But, did not Jon bring the Silver and Gold into the 
Trealury of the LordsHoulc, when he had taken Jericho, Jeſh.6 «24. 


HE 

Sol. But they had expreſs command for it, verſe 19. Nei 
ther doth it appear that it was the Silver and Gold uſed 
in their Idolatrous Worſhip ; nor doth it appear that the 
property of it was not firſt alteredgby being melted in the 
fire, according to Gods command, Nwmb.3r.22. 

Another Text tothe ſame purpoſe with the two fore-men- 
tioned, is in the twelfth of Dexteronomy, and the four firſt Ver- 
ſes; from all which, as from many others, it is evident, that 
we muſt not do after the abominations of other Nations : 
Nov, are not the Surplice, Croſs, and Kneeling, Abomina- 
tions among the Papilts? And if they be, Doth not God 
ſay, We mult not do after the Abominations of other Na- 
tions? In rhat Deut. 13.9. Go1 forbids his people a ſym- 
boliziug with [dolaters, that is,to worſhip himafter their man- 
ner; for that is to hold communion with thoſe whom he 
hates : What concord hath Chrift with B-lial? and what agree- 
ment hath the Temple of God with Idols ? 2 Cor. 6.16. Truly 
very much, by the uſe of theſe things. It is conſiderable here 
what the Church of Exeland ſaith in her Diſcourſe about Ce» 
remonies prefixt to the Liturgy, viz. © That the moſt weigh= 
*ty cauſe of the abolilhment of certain Ceremonies, was. 
*their abuſe, partly through the Superſtition of ſome, and 
«* partly through the Avarice of others; that the Abules 
* could not well be taken away, the things remaining (till; 
*« And afterwards, That thoſe be taken away which were 
© molt abuſed, and did burden mens Conſciences without any 
*©cauſe. Where ſhe doth not deny but that theſe have been 
abuſed too; and I know not why ſhe ſhould fay that any 
other Ceremonies had been more abufed than theſe. And 
again, * That every Countrey ſhould put away thoſe 
« things which they perceive to be molt abuled, And why 
is not that Argument as cogent for laying theſe afide, as any 
elſe? For they have been as much abulcd , they have been 
ſuperſtitioully abuſed inthe Church of England's Judgment; 
Now the Argument in hand faith, Theretore they ovght to. 
be laid afide, 
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A late Author hath quoted Biſhop Jewel ſpeaking thus to 
the Papilts : Theſe Ceremonies ( ſaith he )) ye have ſo abuſed, 
that unleſs we will greatly offend , we cannot any longer retain 
them: out of his Def. p.1. C. 20. And Biſhop Andrews ſaying, 
Whatjoever # taken up at the injun@ion of man.when it is drawn 
to Superſtition, comes under the compaſs of the brazen Serpent, 
and js tobe aboliſl,,d. Serm on Phil. 2. 50. P, 316. And why 
may not this be applicd to theſe Ceremonies now in uſe, as 
well asto any elſe? For, 

1. The Surplice is of man's invention, and hath been drawn 
to Superſtition, or been ſuperſtitioully abuſed : Tt is an Idola- 
trous Inſtrument, being both uſed in, and appropriated to Ido» 
latrous Worſhip,and therefore to be aboliſhed; tor Gods peo- 
ple muſt not imitate Idolaters. Deat. 12. 30. 

0bj. But it is a decent: Garmentin it ſelf, we uſe jt on that 
account, and becauſe it is apt to [tir up the dull mind of manto 
the remembrance of his duty to God, by ſome notable ſigniti- 
cation. 

Sol, As for its ſtirring up our dull minds to our duty,l think 
that as good an argument for a Crucifix, as a Surplicez ncither 
isit a Icacher of Gods ſending , and therefore ought to be (1- 
lenced. As touching its decency, I ſay,that the fore-ci:ed rexts 
plainly ſhew, that God will not account an Whorilh Garment 
a becoming-dreſs for his Spoule, or any part of her : as white 
as that Roman Ephod is. it hath been, and ſtill is, defiled with 
Idolatrous hands, and therefore ought not to be uſed by any of 
the true Worſhippers of Chriſt, whoare utterly to detelt Ido- 
latrous Abominaticns, and not to touch any of the accurſed 
thing. leſt it be to them as Gidcon's Ephod was to him and fits 
Family, a ſnare to them, and the ruin of them. 

© 0bj. But if this Argument be good, then we muſt not wear 
Doublet and Breeches. becauſe Idolaters do in their Worſhip. 

Sol. They are not ſuperſtitious in the uſe of them: thcſe 
arenot accounted by themſelves holy Garments, being not 
apfropriated to Idolatrous Worſhip , but uled at ocher times, 
and in other places; and when they are employed in orher 
matters; and therefore caunot be called Idolatrous Garmen's. 
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| 083. But why then do you make'uſe of Churches and Chap- 
15% for nidny of them have been abuſed inIdolatrous Wor- 


Ip. 

ol If the Argument ſhould ſhake theſe great Buildings, 
it would not prove it one whit the weaker, Butl ſay this in 
anſwer ; We muſt diſtinguiſh between theſe places as they are 
Fabricks convenient for publick Wocthip, ſuch as we cannot 
well be without , and thzle places as dc-it up with their Ido- 
latrous Ornaments, their Croll-s and Crucitixes , Pictures and 
Images,&c.Now under the Jater conltderation I will not plead 
for them, they muſt have another Advocate; but conſider them 
as convenient places, {tript of their Idolatrous Dreſs, and then 
this Argument toucketh them not : for, the reaſon why God 
will have Idolatrous Utenſils laid aſide, is, as he faith himſelf, 
leſt they be a ſnareto us; which thele places fo ſtript, arenot: 
now where the Reaſon of a Command ceaſeth, there the Com« 
mand it {If ceaſeth, expires, binds nor, 

2. The Croſs is not only idolatroully uſed, but ſeems to be 
the very Standard of Idolatry ; nay, it is madea very Idol,by 
their attemprs to ſanCtifie other things, and preſerve themſelves 
from evil. &c, by the bare uſe of it. 

0bj. But the Crols was uſed by the Church of God before 
Rome became an Idolatrous Church, 

Sol. So was the Brazen Serpent uſed by the Ifraclites before 
idolatroully abuſed 3 and might ſtill have been uſeful to keep 
alive the memory of Gods Mercy: yet when idoelatroully 
abuſed, it muſt be deſtroyed. And fo were High-places and 
Grovesuſed by the Patriarchs, that were ualawtul afterwards 
becauſe of abulc. 

0bj. Your Arguments prove the {ime Surplice and the ſam? 
Croſs tobe unlawful; but may we notuſe others, though nor 
the ſame that the Papilts uſe ? 

Sol. The torementioned Scriptures tell you, That God will 
not be worſhipped after the ſame manner : And did not Ring 
Ahaz fin in ufing an Altar made like that at Damaſess though 
he did not uſe the ſames And when God tel!s his prople, they 
ſhould not wear a Garment _"__ ooley ( becauſe the 

fdo- 
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dolaters did ſo ), do you think he meant the ſame, or one like 
rt? And when you ſay, the Croſs was in uſe before Rome be- 
came idolatrous, do you mean this Crols identitate mumerica, 
or. ſpecifica? Do you mean the ſame croſſing numerically, or 
the ſum? for Kind? | 

3. Kneeling at the Sacrament 1s uſed as an Inſtrument in 
Ilolatrous Worſhip, vis. inthe adoration of the Hoſt, or 
worlhipping of the conſecrated Bread and therefore is not 
to be uled by us, 

Obj. Bur it is a rever<nt poſture,and we cannot be too reve- 
rcat at {1:ch an Ordinance. 

Sol. But this doth not anſiver the Argument for laying it 
alide ;, neither doth it follow thence, that it mult therefore te 
uſed becauſe its a reverent poſture yz for then, why do we not 
reccive the Word kazeling, lceing we cannot be too rcyerent 
at that Ordinance? 

O4j. But to bow the knee 10 Worſhip, is ſuggeſted by the 
Ligit of Nature, 

Sol. Bowing the knee in Prayer, is; but bowing the knee 
at the Lords Supper, is not 3 that being a Table-Ordinance, l 
think a Table-poſture is moſt proper then. However. kneel- 
ing at the Supper not being of Divine lnſtiturion, aud having 
been abuſed in Idolatrous Worſhip, is not to be uſed, it being 
a [\ mbolizing with them in their Worſhip, after whoſemnanncr 
of Worthip, we muſt not worſhip God.but mult keep his Wor- 
thip pure, who looks upon the mixing of Icolatrous Modes, 
Veiturcs, Geſtures, Utenii!s, &c. with his Worthip, as a po- 
ſutiag and cciiing thercot , and is ſo (tiled frequently in Scrip- 
ture, 

And if I might take upon me to cenſure many of the Church 
of Encland. 1 would ſay, They are miltaken in this; they think 
it their wiſdomto keep as near the Church of Rome as they 
can, that they may win them over to themſelves; whereas It 
ſeems tome to be the Mind of God, that we ihould flye as far 
off from them in our Worlhip, as lawtully we may , that we 
may not be enſrared back againto them: tor when God would 
have his people puritic tt.emſclves from Idolatry, he ——_ 
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them to abandon all the Inſtruments, Monuments, Incitemeats, 
Occaſions of Idolatry,Deut.7.2 5. & 12. 3.Deſiroy the Names of 
them ont of that place: Sothat whatever would preſerve the 
memory of them, muſt be taken away, Dewt. 13. 12, :3, 17. 
compared: Inthetwo former Verſes he requires them to puri- 
fee themſelves from Tdolatry 5 and inthe 3th,, he ſhewsthem 
how There ſhall not cleave any of the accurſed thing to thing 
hand: nay, they muſt not keep the Coveringr of Silver and Gold, 
that the Idolaters uleg about their Images, 1j2. 30. 22. Why, 
whit harm would they do? Take away the abuſe of them, 
declare you donot uſe them upon an idolatrous account, and 
'Ou may keep them as Carpets or Hangings : No, faith God, 
you (hall caſt them away, defile them, that is, declare them pol - 
luted things, and deitroy them : What this defiling therz 1s, you 
may underftand, it you conlider how Joabretormed the peo- 
ple trom Idolatry, and detiled the [dolatrous Reliques , as its 
ſaid 2 King.23, throughout the Chapter, eſpecially the 8, and 
11 Verilcs: Hetook away the Horſes that had beer. given to the 
Sun (heleitnot an Hovi ), and burnt the Chariots of the Sur 
with fire, But what need that? Joſtaþ might have kept them 
for his own uſe, toride in (tate in : No, he burnt them with fire, 
and all he is ſaid todo according to the Law of God,v.1;.And 
it is here conliderable what Atuimonides, a Learned Jewifh 
Writer, Voſſize,Seldex Xe. ſay, concerning many of the ſtrangg 
Ceremonial Laws that Gud enjoined the Jews; as,:thenpr 
reunding the corners of th:ir Heads, net wearing a Garment, of 
Linren ard Woolen, and not jowing of divers Seeds in the ſamp 
Ground, and forbidding the eating of the Fruit of their Trees fir 
the firſt three years after they came into the Land of Canaang 
with divers other (Negative Precepts: The ground of thele 
Precepts was, that they might not be like Idolatrous Nations 
inthcir Cuſtoms, not ſymbol:ze wuhthem, but run counter to 
them : they ſhould not low divers Seeds. In the fame Ground, 
hecaule Idolaters about them d1d fo, 6c. | | 
0bj. -But theſe Precepts are all aut of the Law of Azgſe:zbut 
what isthis tous? 
$41.1. They concern us, and teach us how we ſhould cleanſe. 
Qur; 


-eur ſelves from Idolatry, becauſe the Old Teſtament is as well 
our Rule, as the News Tothe Law, and to the Teſtimony, K&c. 
Ta.8.20. And do not all our Authors, when they write againſt 
Icolatry, prefs theſe Precepts as obligatory to us? 

2. The reaſon why God would not have his People ſymbo- 
lize with the Idolaters among whom they lived , was, ( as him- 
ſelf faith )leſt the practiſe of their Modes and Cuſtoms ſhould 
be a ſnare ro them : And why (hould not Idulatrous Modes and 
Grdinances be avoided by us now, leſt they be a ſaare to us? 
for we are all prone to 1dolatry, as welF as they, as weare to 
every thing that is evil: Andif the Reaſon of the Command 
concern us, the Command it {elf allo concerns us, it not being 
repealed, 

And thus much for the proof of our Aflertion, T hat Sepa- 
ration from th© Church of Erg/and is our duty , becauſe we 
cannot huld communion with them 1n all the Ordinances of 
Chriſt, without compliince with their corruptions, 

0bj. But there arc ſom- Church-ot-England-men that will 
baptize without the Crols, and adminiſter the Lords Supper to 
them that do not kneel. 

Sol. To that I anſwer : What this or that particular Mini- 
ſter doth, out of deſign or favour to others, is nothing to our 
purpole; this is not the Church of Exgland: (he requires our 
compliance with them, neither is the Law ſatisfied without 
them. 

There are divers other Reaſans tobe given, bur{for brevity 
ſake I ſhall forbear to uſe any other, till T meet with an anſwer 
to this. | 

Now from thisAflertion thus proved,I gather theſe two Co- 
rallaries that ſpeak to our preſent caſe, 

1. Then Nonconformiſts are not guilty of Schiſm, in ſepara- 
ting from the Church of Englande for it Separation be their 
duty, then it cannot be their ttaz and this will further appzar 
if you conſider what Schilm is: Schiſm is a canſeleſs Separation 
of one part of the Church from another, in external communio:: 
Ifay, 4 cawſeleſs ſeparation; tor there cannot be Schiſm in lea- 
ving their communion, unlels we were obliged to continue in 
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it. Now when a Church makes the owning of any corrup- 
tion, the condition of our communion with her, weare not 
obliged to continue init, but to ſeparate from it : and herein 
I ſpeak no other than what Proteſtants alledg to juſtifie their 
ſeparation from the Church of Rome (as our Antagoniſts well 
know) and therefore .either they mult clear themſelves of 
theſe corruptions in Worſhip , or clear themſelves from the 
guilt of impoſing them, and requiring our compliance with 
them; otherwiſe our ſeparation remams warrantable, and the 
guilt of Schiſm lieth heavy upon them, for making a breach 
in the Body of Chriſt, by requiring unneceſlary and unlaws- 
ful conditions of our communion, and ſo keeping us out from 
their external communion ; for in this caſe we are not fugit;vi, 
but.,fwgati : and their cry ing out againſt us as Schiſmaticks, is 
as it a man ſhould thruſt a Child out of doors, and then be 
angry at his departure, and,puniſh him for.it. Now who is 
ouilty in this caſe of making. the Rent in the Family , the 
man that turns his child out of doors, or the child that would 
have ſtay'd in, had he not been thruſt out; or have come in; 
had he not been barred oute (for to require us to comp] 
with theſe corrupticns, that we may hold communion wit 
them, is a Moral barr in our way) and if any ill conſequence 
follow upon this Separation, ſome will tind they have reaſon 
toſay, Lord, what have Ito aniwer for, that would not keep 
in, or take in theſe perſons, but thruſt them our, and kept them 
out, when ought, and might have let them in | 

0bj. But you own the Church of Fxgland to be a true 
Church of Chriſt;. and if ſo, Chriſt is in it. and with it; and 
why will you leave that Church from which Chrilt is not 
withdrawn ? 

Sol. VVe acknowledg the Church of Ereland a true 
Church, and that we are members of the ſame v:tible Church 
of Chriſt, together with them and thar we do hold internal 
commnnion with them : but its one thing to /eave a Church, 
and another thing to leave her external communion; to leave a 
Church, is to diſown it, and ceale to be a member of it,or with 
:t, by ccaling to have thoſe requilitesthat conſtitute a member 


of 
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of it, as Faith and Obedience. ſo ChilVingworth. And thus we 
withdraw not from any Church of-Chriſt ; but to leave exter- 
nal communion with a true Church in her Diſcipline and V Vors 
ſhip, when ſhe is in one or both of them corrupt, 1s to with- 
draw from her, wherein Chriſt withdraws, and when Chriſt 

would have me withdraw, as hath before been proved. 
0b.But who mult be judg whether theſe be corruptionsor no? 
Sol, Every man isto be judg of his own actions, and will 
be ſo, while he hath that thing called Conſciezce: It other 
mens Determinations mult bind up my thoughts, and Superi- 
ors have ſoveraignty over mens conlciences in matters ot Re- 
Iigion, what is that but a Lording it over mens Faith ? If they 
require my conſent to, or compliance with their Determina- 
tions, I mult {ce by my own eyes, and not by theirs 3 I muſt be 
ſatisfied touching the lawfulneſs of the thing, elſe their Autho- 
rity will benoexcuſe for my (in, jn venturing upon that which 
I doubt the lawtulneſs of : Hooker ſpoke nobly,and like a man, 
when he faid , For men to be tied and led by Authority, as it 
were with a kind of captivity of judgment, and though there be 
reaſon to tbe contrary, not toliſten toit, but follow. like Beaſts, 
the firſt in the Herd, this js bruitiſh: Hooker Book 2. Sect.7. 
And for men to ſay, that Inferiors need not enquire into the 
thing that 1s commanded by their Superiors, but their Com- 
mand is a ſufficient warrant for obedience ; and it the thing 
commanded be not right, they (hall not be charged with lin 
that do it out of obedience to their Superiors, This-ſavours 
too much of adeſignto cry up an implicite faith, that they 
may nurſe up people in ignorance, like that of the Papilts,that 
ſaid, Ah, were it not for that unluckie Luther, we might have per- 
ſwaded the people of Germany toeat Hay. For mentolay their 
Superiors muſt be Judges only of their Impoſhtions, and not 
themſelves that are required to ſubmit totthem, is to ſay, that 
God would have uslay aſide.our Reaſon , which he hath gi- 
ven us fora Guide, and had rather that we ſhould: act 1g- 
norantly, than knowingly 3 and that God would have me put 
aut my own cyes, to {ce by another mans: and Iſhall never 
be of his mind, who hath ſaid lately. in print, If #here be any 
| | fon 
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ſin in the Command, he that impoſed it, ſhall anſwer for it, aud not 


I, whoſe duty it is to obey; till he can _ that another man 
may be puniſht for the irregularity of my ation,and be damn- 
ed for my fin, and yet I beinnocent : I would deſire theſe men 
to read I Theſ/.5.21. Prove all things, 8c. and Gel.6. 4.5. But 
tet every man prove his own work, and then ſhall be have rejoicing 
in himſelf alone, aud not in another ;, for every man ſhall bear his 
own burden : and Hoſ.5.11, therefore were the people of If. 
rael oppreſſed, and broken in judgment, becaule they willingly 
walked after the commandment of their Rulers. We do not 
ceaſe to bz men, b2cauſe we are Subjets: And Mirk 7.7. In 
vain do they worſhip m2, teaching for doFrines tha command- 
ments of men. And 1 Cor. 7.23. Be not ye th: ſervants of men: 
Which we are, when we do what they command, m:erly be- 
cauſe they command it, without enquiring into the lawfulneſs 
of the thing commanded. Cum multis alijs, 8&2. 

0bj. But the Church of Exgland doth not look upon them 
as corruptionszand why wil you preter your own private judg- 
ments before the judgment and authority of the Church ? 

Sol. My own private judgment is to me more than the judg-- 
ment of all the men in the world; and if Ia&tcontrary to my 
own private judgment,to comply with the judgment of others, 
who can excuſe me from tia, and fave me froma Hell in my 
Conſcience, becauſc I have violated the authority of it? Wheg 
all-is done, my own judgment will be conclufive in the caſc; 
and if thay ſay, This 1s black, Igannot think it to be white, 
what ever men would force me to do. Chillingworth ſaith. 
Though a man ſhonld not oppoſe his own private judgement ag 1irſt 
the judgement of the Church, yet be may oppoſe bis Reaſon. or the 
Authority.of Scripture. againſt it; and then he doth nt oppoſe his 
judgment to other men's , but the judgment of God zo the judg- 
ment of men. 

. 0bj, Butat this rate of diſcourting, you take upon you to 
vindicate all Sehiſmaticis : Wali not all Separartiſts clear them- 
ſelves of the guiit of Schiſm, it it be enough toſay,Thereare 
corruptions amang z ou? And: may not they be miſtaken ns 
well as the Churgh-ot England? Forit ſhe be not infallible, . 
\ | ſure. . 
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corruptions inthe Church, that are not lo? 

1. Tothis | anſwer : Firſt, It 1s not what men ſay, but how 
aruly : Athict may cry Not guilty,as well as an honeſter man; 
but the queſtion is, Whether as truly? Every Separatiſt may 
perhaps lay, in his own vindication, as Peter and John did, Aﬀts 
4.19. Whether it be right inthe ſight of God to hearken unto you 
more than unto God, judg ye. But the queltion is, Whether they 
plead it as warrantably ? | 

2. [f any ſeparate from external communion with a true 
Church, without fufticient cauſe, they are guilty of Schiſm,and 
muſt anſwer for making a rent in the Body of Chriſt, 

2. I donct ſay, that every corruption in a true'Church. is a 
ſuflicient ground of ſeparation from. it : the unſoundnefs of 
many inihe Churci of Corinth, touching the Doctrine of the 
Reſurredtionz and miny in the Church of Galtiz, touching 
the Doctrine of Circumcilion, and the neceſfity of keeping the 
Ceremonial Law, were not a ſufficient ground of ſeparation 
from them; for the Apoſtles held communion with them not» 
withſtanding theſe corruptions : and if one man's lin defileth 
another that communicates with him, who can aſſure himſelf 
any pure Scriptural communion on this ſi;Je Heaven ? 

But where the owning of any corruption in a true Church, 
is made the condition of my communion, and corruptions in 
Worſhip are made her preſcribed devotion, there my ſepara- 
tion isnot only lawful, buta.duty; and the Church it ſelf is 
guilty of Schiſm, in making a rent within her ſelf,” and ſhut- 
ting me out, by putting ſuch (tumbling-blocks in my way, that 
I cannot get over to hold communion with her, Of this judg- 
ment is Mr, Hales in his Treatiſe of Schiſm;'/p.8. and Chilling- 
worth in his Anſwer,p.16. and others that I could name of Con- 
formiſt Writers: and therefore Mr. Hales concludes well, 
** That toload publick Forms with private Fancies, upon 
*© which men differ, is a moſt ſoveraign way to perpetuate 
*©Schiſm to the world's end. 

4. If webe miſtaken, in judging thoſe things corruptions 
t hat are not ſo; yet ſecing the things in debate are ſuch,as the 
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ſure they arenot : and what therefore if they call thoſe things 
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Conformiſts acknowledg tobe indifferent in their own nature» 
and that the Church hath a power todiſpence with them, at 
well 2 others that ſhe hath abrogated; whether is it not thei 
duty to endeavourthe'removal of thelealſo, in their proper 
places? And would not St. Pax have done fo, that would not 
eat meat while the world ſtands, tothe oftence of his brother? 
Or would he have been for the continuance of them, to the 
grief and oftence of his brother ? 

5. Whetherare Swords and Priſons, rational Arguments to 
convince mens minds of the lawfulneſsof theſe things 2 Nay, 
is it not the way to teach mento act againſt the Light of their 
Confciences, and to Cebauch their Principles, till no Principles 
will hold them? As the Emperor Conſftantias ſaid; They that 
will pot be true to God, will not be true to their Prinre. And whe- 
ther is not enforcing a man to-that- which his Conſcience tells 
him is a fin, like beating a man becauſe he will not Tay him- 
{:}f uponthe Rack, -or tun-his Head tntoa fiery Oyen? ' And 
yet this is the way the Church of England takes. 

0bj. But it is not the Church that'takes this courſes biit the Ci+ 
vilPower,whoſe/dury it is topreſerve the peace of theChurch, 
$01, 1. It is true, the Magiſtrate ought to take care to pre 
ſerve the peace of 'the Church z but who ever ſaid, thatthe 
xaceof the' Church could not be preſerved without ſach a 
iſcipline,and ſuch Modes of Worſhip, 'as the Lord” Jeſus 
Chriſt never thought fit-to appoint, | 

2. The'Eawyer will tellyou, 2uod quis per alinm ſunt, ſunt 
per ſeipſum : He that inſtigates another to do it, doth it himſelf; 
And therefore our Clergy-men are not clear in this matter;ard 
how unworthily they deal with the Magiſtrates | 'thatwouldl 
ca\t the odium-of ſuch -a bulineſs off from themſelves, 'to the 
Magiſtrates, I leave themto conſider: His Majeſty. having "fo 
often declared Hisealines to tender Conſciences , they mu 
give us keaveto-conclude; That all thetrotble wemeet with 
on this account, is more to gratitic the Biſhqps importunity, 
than his Majeſty's Inclinations. So much of the'firft Corollary. 

2; Corel. If it be Noncotfornrifts diity to ſeparate-from the 
Church of. Evplavd;xheniin. fo foing: that dlawam ii 
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Contempt of Authority, indeed; ſi ſatis eſt accnſaſſe, quis erit 
innocens? And,by the way, | cannot but take notice of the 
unkindneſs of the Church-of-England-men to their diflenting 
Brethren, that inſtead of being loath to burthen and offend 
their week Brethren, as St. Paw] was, they have made it their 
buſineſs to perſwade the Authority of the Nation to enjoin 
that by a Law that their Chriſtian Brethren ſcruple in Conſci- 
ence: which puts me in mind of that wicked Policy of Julian, 
who ( that_he might avoid the' imputarion of Perſecution, 
whea he ſaw it was grown odious ) erected the Heatheniſh 
Idols juſt by the Emperor's Statue, that while they refuſed to 
giveReligious Honour to the one, they might be accuſed of 
denying Civil Reſpect to. the other : Thus have they endea- 
voured to force us either into the diſplealuce of God, or of 
our Prince. We own obedience to the Magiſtrates Authority 
as a Chriſtian's duty 3 but wherethere is no Authority, there 
can be na contempt of Authority: in an unwarrantable 
Command, there is no obligiog Authority 3 and therefore to 
dHobey that, can be no contempt of Authority. Suppoſe my 
natural Father command me, Never to hear the Word of God 
preached any more; if I diſobey him in this, I diſobey a man 
10 a lawful Authority, but | do not difobey Authority, for 
he hath no Authority to command any ſuch thing. We ac- 
knowledg it our duty to obey the Magiltrate in all lawful 
things: but yet it muſt be conſidered , | 
I, That nothing is thereforelawful (1 ſay, eo nomine, there- 
fore lawful), becauſe a lawtul Authority enjoins it ; ſo. that if 
Human Authority cCommandeth any thing forbidden by Di- 
vine Authority, then, Fhether obey God or Mar, judg ye £ Mans 
Authority cannot ſuperſede God's; fo that if the thing com- 
manded by man, be not lawful before he commands ic , it 1s 
never the more lawful becauſe he commands it ; for Human 
Authority cannot alter the reſpeRts of Good and Evil; and 
therefore 
2. Where that which is indifferent in its own nature (| 
mean i ſpecie 5 for non datur aw indifferens in individuo; 
Ibere is no darlicular individesl «tion but is either good or evil; 
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biit there are many things indifferent , if you conſider them without 
the circumſtances of bic & nanc, it you conlider them not as to pra- 
Rice, but in their general nature ): I fiy, where that which is thus 
indifferent in its own nature, loſeth its indifterency as to praQtice, by 
reaſon of circumitances ( that is, becomes unlawful to be done), that 
thing ought not to be impoled 3 and it it bz command:d, that Com- 
mand binds not to active obcdience 3 and it ic be difobeyed, there is 
no_ contempt of Authority, becauſe there is no Authority ia the calc. 
So that to refuſe compliance with thote things that have been abulcd in 
Idolatrous Worſhip, though commanded by thoſe that are in 4 lawful 
Authority , is no contempt of Authority ; and if, becauſe of the im. 
poſition of thoſe things, it b: the N ncoofurmiſts daty to erect new So- 
cictics for Worthip, then it cunnoc be their f1a to dilob:y thuſe Com- 
manJs that would aull and break ia pieces thole Societics, 

Obj. But there is contempt of Authority in yoar Miniſters Preaching, 
when they are forbid to preach, and that according to your own Prin- 
ciples; for you your (elves acknowledg , that the Supreme Magiſtrate 
hath Power , though not to nu'l the «fe, the being, yet toretraiy the 
exercerc, the exerciſe of your Miniſtry, 

Sol. Trusz, bat it mult bz doac upon a lawful account, a reaſon. thit 
Chritt will approve of, for their b:ing filenced : Hz hath commilliana- 
ted chem to preach the Goſpel to every Creature, and -commaiided 
them that are inthe Miniltry, to wait upon their Miuiſtry, to exerciſe 
the Miniſterial Gifts thar God hath given them ; and reli's them how 
they mult do it, viz. as Heralds and Criers , x#gux4s , that do not make 
Proclama'i 0 to two or three, but publikely to all. It's true, the Mi- 
giltrate may deny them the ule of t 10% places, and the enjoyment of 
that Maintenance that is in his diſpoial ; bat this doth nor diflolve the 
relation of Paltor and Pcople ,, they are ſtill bound to feed their Flock; 
they are acknowledged to be the true Mcfſcngers of Chriſt,haviag every 
thing that the Scripture requires 45 neceſiiry to coultitute a Mhniltcr of 
Chrilt z they deliver the true M-flage of Chiilt , they arc not charged 
with any falle D»Qrine 3 and who hath authority to hinder the true 
Ambaſſadors ot Chrilt from dclivering the true M ſage of Chritt, who 
have not forteited their Miniltry? If it be laid, Bxt Pay in forfeited their 
Miniſtry by Nonconformity ; 1 aniwer, How can that b:,if Nonconformity be 
their duty? How can thcy torfeit their Miviltry by Nonconformity to that 
which Chrilt never commandcd or allowed? But that is not my bufiac f 
to give you the realon of Miviiters Noxconformity,but of the Mimitters and 
Peoptes preſent practice in (ſeparating from the Church of Exghandin he & 
external Communion : Which I have attempted this one way, got that 
L think there is ao othex, bug I would not, be £00 ppolix, 


© 2*PToconcluder 'Ttimay be ſoine imay think T might” fave” uſed moje- 

+ keen Arguments bift I'delight not to provoke 7” if I have (aid what 
q- may tisfic"{otne; and ftop themoaths of orhers that would reptoach + + 
” Religion with'the preſent practice of Nonconformifty, T have ſaid enou} 
ru my: ptypoſe;- And I'muſt needs fay, Though Thave pleaded for a Se- 

paration, I am much grieved I have cauſe to do it; fot the diviſions of 
Engtand, there are (ad thoughts ot: heart. Tt is a fad omen to England, 

” - that the Devil hath fer his Cloven-{oot amongſt us, and that we thould 
&- deſerve the Duke of Burgundy his Emblem, a Flint and aSteel (miting 
2 each other, und* walting eachother, and yeclding nv other Mae thap 
Fire, I mcan-cthe- Fire vt Contention We”, 44 
-T heartily wiſh we may Rudy thepliinnefs and finiplicity of the Go* 

-_ ſpel more, and that the Pomp ot Worthip-m.yy not cat vut the Spirituas 
> ity and Purity'of Worthip, which is then mot} pure, when molt un- 
{A }miXtwith man's mvcntions :: and thit we may. not ſuff.r (6 deep'y tor 

e.. nofi-gomp!iince with whar God never-cnoined; tor aur parts wc drfire 

F to/g0 out of 'the-World without a ſcolding-conſcience, that that may 

- fot Bye in our faces For-afting contrary to. the dictates rhereak. -1 have 

© heard of a Noble-man of this Nation, who being in Priſon. for that 

which he called his Conſcience , his La dy came to viſit him, and asked 
him, Why be winld not dr as others did, and then be might hve at bone, in 
> Biy ately Seat,” exjoy the comfort ef Rilatious, the plentiful Effite that God 

| Tw/ge 1 bim.To which he replied, If Iſhould wrong my Conſcience ta ds fo, 

* bow long do you think, 1 ſhould ive with you'? Said his Lady, Ithink, You 
i, - may live with us this twenty years ; Well, faid he, it is but twenty years.then, 
but after that T muſt leave to Eternity eitber in Weal'or Wo; Tt's good. for -us 
© t6 conſider, that we mult live ſo here ; that we may ga&t'well hence, and 
FP live happily when gone hence', and not be miſerable hereafter,for coun: 

”  eer-acting our Light here. The Lord puritinto' Hig Majcity's heart to 

conſider, how many thouſands are ruined of His Subje&s,, their Fami- 
hes broken,” their Eftates loſt, their Trade ſpoiled,” their Spirits difcon+ 

- tented, their Perſons impriſoned, becaule of thele voluntary and unne- 
- eeflary Impoſitions 3 and whether the good that is got by them, will rc- 

* coripence the'miſchicf thatis done by them 3 and what ſizaits we are 
_ drivento, between the undoing of Body or Soul { for one of; them-mul 
be ruined by theſe things, between a Priſon'and Hell; for weamay ſpeak 

= in their language that ſaid, Parce, precor , Imperator, t ſacrerem ruitaris 
- ie Gehennam : Pardon us, Great Sir3 "You threaten us with a Prion i 
> wedo not do theſe things;” but GOD threatens us with, Hellif we'da 
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